
INTRODUCTION

THE Transactions of the British Mycological Society for 1896-1946 appeared
in 89 parts, of which 28 were' double numbers' ; volume 30, for the Jubilee
meeting in 1946, was printed as one part. A tabulation of these parts is
presented first. I have checked the dates of publication from the dates the
parts were accessioned in th e libraries of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew,
and the British Museum (Natural History). In doubtful instances I consulted
the Cambridge University Press, the publishers from 1919 onward; previous
numbers were printed at Worc ester. As not ed in the footnote on p. I, the
dates printed on the parts have a good degree of accuracy. I am, however,
still uncertain as to the exact dates for three numbers of volume 6: apparently
NO.2 was published about 12 Oct., 1919, NO.3 about 13 April, Ig20 , and
NO.4 about I Nov. 1920. It may be noted that during the years 18g8 to 1919
only one number per year was attempted. From 1920 onwards four numbers
per year was an aim not always realized.

Following this tabulation, references are given to the Foray reports.
Forays have always been a prominent and valuable part of the Society's
activities. This index includes few of the fungi recorded on forays and no
further reference to the localities visited. It may be mentioned, however,
that foray records were indexed for the lists of Pyrenomycetes and Ustilaginales
in 24, and examined for th e list of Hyphomycetes in 25. Presumably those
interested in other groups, or in the fungi of certain counties, have made,
or will make, their own lists and will keep up to date the nomenclature of the
fungi reported. Few foray records can be supported by specimens.

The Author Index lists papers chronologically with full citation except
for the date, which can be obtained from the table preceding. Most of the
authors who have contributed to British mycology since Berkeley's day will
be found represented, including Cooke, Plowright, Marshall Ward, Massee,
Biffen, Grove, Petch, Annie Lorrain Smith, the Listers, and others still
active; special mention should be made of Carleton Rea, who did so much
for the Society. It will commonly be found more satisfactory to use the Author
Index rather than the Gen eral Index as a guide to the subjects included in
the thirty volumes.

The Author Index is complete, including abstracts, except for
, Proceedings' (authors and titles of papers, some of which were not pub-
lished in the Transactions) . These may be consulted in 7, 220; 8, I I I ;

9, 128, 188; 10, 128,232,317; II, 168; 12, 77, 2g7; 13, 319 ; 14, 179,
308; 15, 351; 16, 208; 23, 330 ; 26, 173; 27, 98, 158; 28, 75, 149;
29, 95, 189.

It is evident that a ' concordance' in more than one volume would be
required to answer every question one might wish to ask regarding the contents
of the Transactions during the first fifty years . My instructions were to omit
fora y records, except those with comment of interest. Having been given
this inch, I proceeded to save your money and my time by treating several
other papers likewise. These include the lists of Canadian fungi in 3 and 8 ;
Boyd's fungi of Moray in 4; the Mycetozoa of Japan in 5, of Malaya in 7,
of Surrey in 9 ; the common British plant diseases in 14 and the Scottish
in 25; the lichens of India in 16, the fungi of Wicken Fen in 19. I hope I



am right in concluding that those interested will turn to these lists and that
few users of this index will be misled or inconvenienced by the absence of the
few hundred entries.

The General Index furthermore omits the lists of British rusts in 1 and 4,
as well as the various opinions as to the identity of Cooke's Illustrations (20) .
Most names of fungi in reviews of cytology or history are omitted. The rusts
and smuts of Bermuda in 13 are indexed, as are the names in the recent lists
of Pyrenomycetes, Ustilaginales, and Hyphomycetes, but the numerous
synonyms and hosts are omitted for all these. Only the genera are indexed
from the keys and lists of Discomycetes in 4 and of Phycomycetes in 5. In
other papers, some of the old synonyms under Sphaeria, Agaricus, or Periza are
omitted.

The General Index gives authors only for organisms described as new in
the Transactions (and not for new combinations). The page of the description
of a new taxon is listed in bold face, e.g. Calycella menziesi Boud., 3, 62*.
The asterisk indicates a figure or plate. Only one page is given, as a rule,
for one paper, though the name of the fungus may appear on a dozen pages:
see the index to the volume. I have sometimes added' +' to the page number
to warn the user. A page number entered in italics indicates a name cited as
a synonym. All epithets are decapitalized in accordance with the present
Rules. Errors of spelling are corrected (when recognized) without comment.

We would all like to have the correct author citation for each scientific
name entered in this index; but no one could get them all right, and the
effort would lead to entangling synonymies. A word of warning is needed to
users of the indexes to early volumes: several' n. combs.' are made through
indexing varieties as species and subgenera as gen era.

The last index, that of hosts, may let you down at times from the omission
of a parasite or the inclusion of a saprophyte. I can only plead that th ere are
many host indexes: the Transactions has several, including those to British
Hyphomycetes, smuts, common British and Scottish plant diseases; these were
not re-indexed. When possible, the name of the host was taken from the
check-list in the Journal oj Ecology, 1946, a ny necessary change of name being
made without comment. Finally, I trust that you may not encounter the odd
lapsuscalami that doubtless lurks here and th ere, especially amongst the figures.
In other words, I mean that this whole index is good-provided you do not
expect too much. Ifyou still have to turn over each page of the thirty volumes
to ascertain how many times the words ' basidium ' and ' Botrytis ' were
mentioned, you may find that this does not take as long as you thought. If you
merely want the more important references to B. cinerea (or any other species),
this index should provide them.

Having had to copy longhand once or twice the title of each paper listed,
I often wished that authors and editors in the spacious bygone days could have
achieved more brevity. I may be doing present and future editors a favour by
making one more plea. The title serves mainly to give those who have not the
paper before them an idea ofits contents, but it need not be an abstract and every
superfluous word should be eliminated. Many abstracting and other journals
will have to cite the title, and hundreds of students may want to catalogue
it or cite it in bibliographies. It should go without saying that a paper is
, A contribution to our knowledge of', ' Observations on the occurrence of',
, An investigation of', or ' Studies on ' . It is generally unnecessary to give
in the title the authors of the fungus dealt with, almost never the authors for



the host. One need not cite both the common and scientific name of the host
or the fungus in the title. Furthermore, one soon learns what to expect from
an author: a title' Isaria ' by Petch tells as much as twenty words. I have a
special dislike for a series of papers each with two long titles.

It seems possible that authors and editors might seek to give more meaning
to the word' Figure '. 'Plate' gives a clear idea, but a ' fig.' may be of one
small spore, with' figs. 1-20' on a corner of a page; or the figure may be an
elaborate full-page illustration marked' fig. I, A-Q'. Modesty would commend
the latter. Sometimes, in volumes 1-30, the' fig.' is a graph, a map, a diagram,
or even a table.

Those interested in the membership of the Society and its changes during
the fifty years will find lists of members in each volume except 22, 24, 26, 27
and 29.

G.R.B.

5 April, I.951




